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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shear 
(5,627,972) and Ogawa et al (5,608,874). 

3. As per claims 1, 7, 13 & 14 Shear disclosed a message transformation selection tool for 
use in a distributed message processing system, said system including message transformation 
means for transforming an input message in any of a plurality of formats recognized by one 
component of said system into an output message in one of a plurality of different formats 
recognized by another component of said system and a message log for storing representative 
samples of messages processed by the respective system components; said selection tool 
comprising : means for determining the compatibility of each field of each of said plurality of 
input message a formats with one or more fields of said plurality of output message formats 
(col.3, lines 40-59, col.4, lines64-67 & col.5, lines 1-9); means for analyzing the message fields 
in the representative samples of messages stored in said message log to get a statistical analysis 
of the values of the message fields (col. 2, lines 28-32, col.3, lines 60-67 & col.4, lines 1-37).; 
selection means responsive to said compatibility determination and said statistical analysis to 
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select the best fit output message field into which to transform a given input message field (col. 5, 
lines 60-67 col.6, lines 1-37 & col.5, lines 1-9 & col.8, lines 10-39). However Shear did not 
explicitly disclose a statistical analysis of the values of the message field and using the said 
statistical values in the transformation decision. 

In the same field of endeavor Ogawa disclosed a statistical analysis of the values of the message 
field and using the said statistical values in the transformation decision (col. 2, lines 30-65). 
It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have incorporated statistical analysis of the values of message field in the message 
transformation selection tool as described by Shear in order to effectively transform the message 
into a specific format resulting in an efficient and robust transformation tool. 

4. As per claims 2 & 8 Shear-Ogawa disclosed a tool as claimed in claim 1 in which said 
means for statistical analysis produces the numerical distribution of values in said message 
fields, said selection means selecting the best fit distribution for all said compatible fields (Shear, 
col.7, lines 56-67). 

5. As per claims 3 & 9 Shear-Ogawa disclosed a tool as claimed in claim 1 in which said 
selection means ranks output message fields according to the results of the statistical analysis 
(col.8, lines 26-39). 

6. As per claims 4 & 10 Shear-Ogawa disclosed a tool as claimed in claim 1 in. which said 
system further includes a message repository manager for storing meta-data for said two 
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pluralities of message formats, said compatibility determining means basing its determination of 
compatibility on said meta-data (col.2, lines 28-32, col. 3, lines 60-67, col.4, lines 1-37 & col. 8, 
57-62). 

7. As per claims 2 & 8 Shear-Ogawa disclosed a5 & 1 1 tool as claimed in claim 4 in which 
the values of said message fields include numerical values and said means for statistical analysis 
is arranged to analyze the range of numerical values in the respective fields and to augment said 
meta-data with said range of values (col.2, lines 28-32, col. 3, lines 60-67 & col.4, lines 1-37). 

8. As per claims 6 & 12 Shear-Ogawa disclosed A tool as claimed in claim 4 in which said 
means for statistical analysis produces the numerical distribution of values in said message 
fields, said selection means selecting the best fit distribution for all said compatible fields and in 
which said meta-data for each field includes said distribution of numerical values for said field 
(col.2, lines 28-32, col.3, lines 60-67 & col.4, lines 1-37). 

Response to Arguments 

9. The examiner has corrected the patent number discrepancy regarding the Ogawa 
reference in this office action. 

10. The examiner would like point out that the applicant refers Shear as Spear, which can be 
corrected in future correspondence. 
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1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1 1 April 2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

1 2. When reviewing a reference the applicants should remember that not only the specific 
teachings of a reference but also reasonable inferences which the artisan would have logically 
drawn therefrom may be properly evaluated in formulating a rejection. In re Preda, 401 F. 2d 
825, 159 USPQ 342 (CCPA 1968) and In re Shepard, 319 F. 2d 194, 138 USPQ 148 (CCPA 
1963). Skill in the art is presumed. In re Sovish, 769 F. 2d 738, 226 USPQ 771 (Fed. Cir. 1985). 
Furthermore, artisans must be presumed to know something about the art apart from what the 
references disclose. In re Jacoby, 309 F. 2d 513, 135 USPQ 317 (CCPA 1962). The conclusion 
of obviousness may be made from common knowledge and common sense of a person of 
ordinary skill in the art without any specific hint or suggestion in a particular reference. In re 
Bozek, 416 F.2d 1385, 163 USPQ 545 (CCPA 1969). Every reference relies to some extent on 
knowledge of persons skilled in the art to complement that is disclosed therein. In re Bode, 550 
F. 2d 656, 193 USPQ 12 (CCPA 1977). 

13. Applicant argued that in shear the message stored in its archiving system are merely 
stored and are not utilized in the translation process. 

14. As to applicant's argument Shear further on col.5, lines 63-67 & col.6, lines 1-5 disclosed 
an initial step 82 in which access object or model, associated with the source message 16 (and 
also for target message) is created and stored in translator system 20. According to the teachings 
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of the proffered embodiment of this invention, the access model is adapted to recognize data 
objects, which are described in step 84. This data object recognition is accomplished by various 
pre and post conditions, which occur in relation to the desired data object, contained within the 
message. Therefore it is not merely an archiving system as stated by the applicant. 

15. Applicant on third paragraph of page 9 argued that Ogawa fails to teach getting a 
statistical analysis of the values of the message fields in the message log. 

16. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

1 7. Finally the examiner would like to advice the applicant to incorporate more details into 
the independent claims in such a way that clearly show the intended claimed invention as 
described in the specification. 
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Conclusion 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asghar Bilgrami whose telephone number is 571-272-3907. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:00-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Asghar Bilgrami 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 
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